From: Charles Dooks

To: Microsoft ATR

Date: 1/14/02 11:35pm

Subject: MICROSOFT SETTLEMENT STINKS
Dear Judge:

I recently was forwarded Jim Barksdale's recent comments before the Senate Judiciary Committee.

I thought that some of them were very powerful arguements against the current Microsoft monopoly. |
especially found compelling the following:

" If the PFJ had been in effect all along, how would it have affected Netscape? More important, how will
it affect future Netscapes?

Impact on future Netscapes.

As discussed in the attached document, the unambiguous conclusion is that if the PFJ agreed
upon last month by Microsoft and the Department of Justice had been in existence in 1994, Netscape
would have never been able to obtain the necessary venture capital financing. In fact, the company would
not have come into being in the first place. The work of Marc Andreesen&#8217;s team at the University
of Illinois in developing the Mosaic browser would likely have remained an academic exercise.

An innovative, independent browser company simply could not survive under the PFJ. And such would
be the effect on any company developing in the future technologies as innovative as the browser was in
the mid 1990s.

That leaves the question of whether Microsoft itself would have developed browser technology
necessary for Internet navigation. My belief is that Microsoft would not have developed that technology.
It is abundantly clear that Microsoft viewed the browser and the Internet itself as the principal threat to
their core business of selling operating systems and applications for desktop computers.

This PFJ allows Microsoft to employ the full fury of its multiple monopolies against anyone who would
develop a browser or any other technology that might have the potential to challenge any aspects of
Microsoft&#8217;s business. I have reviewed the PFJ, and my impression continues to be that it is a
document whose principal purpose is to protect Microsoft from competition, and not to open up the
market to competition with Microsoft. I note, again with pleasure, that the remedy proposal by the state
Attorneys General who remain as plaintiffs would significantly open the market up to competition.

If the PFJ provisions are allowed to go into effect, it is unrealistic to think that anybody would ever
secure venture capital financing to compete against Microsoft. This would be a tragedy for our nation. It
makes a mockery of the notion that the PFJ is &#8220;good for the economy.&#8221;

If the PFJ goes into effect, it will subject an entire industry to dominance by an unconstrained
monopolist, thus snuffing out competition, consumer choice and innovation in perhaps our
nation&#8217;s most important industry. And worse, it will allow them to extend their dominance to
more traditional businesses such as financial services, entertainment, telecommunications, and perhaps
many others.
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Four years ago I appeared before the committee and was able to demonstrate, with the help of the
audience, that Microsoft undoubtedly had a monopoly. Now it has been proven in the courts that
Microsoft not only has a monopoly, but they have illegally maintained that monopoly through a series of
abusive and predatory actions. I submit to the committee that Microsoft is infinitely stronger in each of
their core businesses than they were four years ago, despite the fact that their principal arguments have
been repudiated 8-0 by the federal courts."

Judge, that is absolutely what my experience as a software programmer tells me. [ am not an expert in
antitrust matters - but what Microsoft is doing is wrong.

Please help correct the deeply flawed document that our Justice Dept produced.

Thank you.

1 cent a minute calls anywhere in the U.S.!

http://www.getpennytalk.com/cgi-bin/adforward.cgi?p key=RG9853KJ&url=http://www.getpennytalk.co
m

CC: sara.Hinchey(@ago.state.ma.us@inetgw
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